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' . . ' ' .  :Remkdiation, ' . .  , , 

. .  . . .  . .  
, .  . .  . .  ':, ...... This spring ; . .  . . .  ' . ,  . 

. .  
his spring, contractors at Rocky Flat; will' 
begin remediation work on one of the * . ' >  

I .  

. .  major groundwater' contamination sources: 
. ,- 

. , .  
. .  

. at the site. Ranked number four on the site's 

. .  

/ .  - .  
I . 

' ' : ' 

, remediation projects priority list, the Mound'is'a 
former waste disposal area'that was.used from '. , ' ,  

1954-58 for the storage of waste drums contain; , . . 

. 5 r  ' and volatile'organic chemicals. These drums,- , 

- ,  ' ing uranium,, bejllium, 'plutonium, hydraulic 'oil, , . .  

. . . .  . . .  . .  
' - .  

. .  
. .  

- ,  
I .  ' 

' . . 'originated from machining'operations and the : ~ effort.in 1970; : ~. 
. .  . I .  . .  I : .  

: ' . contenf was primarily Iatlkcoolant. The coolant , . . _ .  
..itself was a mixture , .  of hydraulic oil and carbon- . '  . ' , During ttie upcoming remediation project, workers first will 
. tetrachloride. During machining operations;.the coolant-became, . dig up the'contaminated soil. Estimates for the amount, of . .  soil to 
' contaminated with bits of uranium,-beryllium and plutonium, as 

well as other cleaning solvents. .An  estimated 1,400 drums were 

' . 
L .  

~ 

' . .- 

.' placed 'in, the area and covered by'a "mound" of soil; hence the . treatment. . ' i  

' . 

be excavated'range from 400 to 1,000 .cubic yards. After exca- . ' , '. I " _  

vation, the,soil will be trucked t0.a storage area,to await . _ .  . . .  
. .  
. .  . .  . .  I .  - / 

,.' 4 .  name.of.the site. (See the-accokpanying pictures), 
. . . .  In.1970, a remedial action took place at the Mound to . cherkcal contamination, remediatioLworkers-w,ill,use a the'mal . '  

. remove.the drums and soil contaminatediyith radioactive mate- desorption process. This process invo1,ves.a IGge oven that . . .  
': -rials. After. this remediation, the Mound'took on its present ". heats the soil and allows the chemicais to become volatile. The 

7 ,  , . .  appearance Zs a-depression in the grodnd,,rather than a mound . resulting gases are then condenskd and collected as a liquid . . .  
. .  of soil.' ,During the'time thatsthe drums'\;le;e at the Mound. ' product. A.similar treatment strategy has already proven sucs . , -: 

. , , ,, . . . . . .  In order to treat the -soil and remove the volatile organic' . 

- .  . 

. 

, I  

. .  
. I . '  . &ea, many of them leaked: The 1970 remedial'action focused" 
' : . 

? .'. . ' confahination, was left behind. Over time, the presence of these . -soils meet the guidelines-; they.wil1 be retuined to the,Mound ' ' . *.> 

'chemicals in the soil h& led to groundwater contamination: ' 

. . 

j. The'goal'of this remediation project is to remove the source of .  ' Once all the soil is returned, the area will'be revegetated and the 
. 

conta@nation and impro<e x the . <vera11 groundwate! quality. ' 

cessful at two.other remediatioh sites, Ryan's Pit and the T3.and . .  
. .  

on removing the'waste drums and-residual.radioactive soil cont- . .  '.T4 trenches:.After treatment, the soils will be tested to'make 
" . . 

' 
. ' amination, but much of the volatile org?nic chemical ' -  ,. . .  certain that they meet state soil contamination guidelines. If the; - ,  

area and placed back into the hole from which they were dug. .e) 

remediation'will be complete: , \ 
, .  ' .  . .  9 

. . .  .., < .  
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/Rocky Flats Updates\ 

,- 

DOE Makes Plutonium ' 

Storage Decisions 
In January, DOE issued the Record 

of Decision for its Programmatic 
Environmental Impact Statement on the 
Storage and Dispos'ition of Weapons- 
Usable Fissile Materials. The purpose 
of the study was'to kxplore the societal 
and environmental impacts of alterna- 
tives for managing the plutonium and ' 

highly enriched uranium that is no 
longer needed by the United States for . 

making nuclear wdapons. Fourteen tons 
of plutonium still reside at Rocky Flats, 
so the decisions made in the environ-. 
mental impact statement will greatly 
impact the site. 

I . The inventory of-plutonium'at 
Rocky Flats is in a variety of forms. 
These forms include finished weapons 
parts, raw metal, and wastes. DOE has. 
decided to'send the finished weapons 
parts, or "pits" as they ark called, to the 
Pantex facility in Texas. During the: 
days of weapons production, Pantex was 
the final assembly point for the nuclear 
warhead. The Pantex site already stores 
the majority of stockpiled pitsand will 
continue to receive more as the United 
States retires additipnal warheads in. . 
compliance with disarmament treaties 
with Russia. Transport of the pits from 
Rocky Flats is expected to begin soon 
and be complete within two years. 

the Rocky Flats plutonium to the , 
Savanriah River Site in South Carolina. 
During weapons production days, the 
Savannah River Site was one of two 
sites-where plutonium was separated 
from the fuel rods of nuclear reactors. 

. 

. 

DOE plans to send the remainder of 

DOE must first complete an additional 
environmental impact statement and SUC- ' .  
cessfully maneuver the poiitical . 
roadblocks before Rocky Flats can begin 
shipping the plutonium. The current 
goal is to havc all the material removed 
from Rocky Flats by the year 2004. The 
federal government and the State of 
Colorado have already reached an agree- 
ment that all plutonium must be gone 
from Rocky Flats by the year 20 15. 

Ten Year Plan Update 
Since the first draft of the Rocky 

Flats Ten.Year.Plan was submitted to 
DOE Headquarters last July, the site has 
continued to work on-the next revision, 
which is to be submitted on February 28. 

One of the major differences from ' 

the July 1996 draft will be an analysis of 
two funding scenarios. .Whereas the first 

-:draft assumed constant funding at ' . 

approximately $650 million per year, 
this revision will look at the effects of 
funding levels of $580 million and$630 
million per year:.plus an additional $30 
million in Fiscal Year 1999'for privati- 
zation projects. Another change id th'is . - 
versiqn of the Ten Year Plan is that the 
site, in  conjunction with the Rocky Flats , 

'Local Impacts Initiative, has identified - 
nine buildings that will be saved for; . 

'conversion to private use, instead of 
being slated for demolition.. 

The Depart'ment of Energy 
Headquarters office will develop 'and 
release a national Ten Year Plan for a 

. . 

' 

Air monitoring stution ut Rocky Fluts. 

CAB to Begin Review of 
Environmental Monitoring 

prehensive.review of the environmental 
monitoring program at and around the 

This spring, CAB-KdI begin a, com- 

Rocky Flats site? Members of the 
community have long expressed a desire 
to gain a better understanding of the 
monitoring systems. To accomplish this 
project, CAB will employ the services ol 
an independent:contractor to develop a 
comprehensive description'of the current 
monitoring systems. The information. 
.will be published in a user-friendly 
format available for the communitv. . ' .  forpal public comment period from-- 

March 31 through May 15. This $' '. , In the second phase of the project, 
. . 'the contractor will oerform a critical 

also be a time to comment on the indi- 
'vidual Rocky Flats plan. DOE plans to 
convene a national stakeholder meeting 
at ihe end of May. - 

After hearing this public comment, 
. Rocky Flats and the other sites will be 
asked to make any appropriate changes ' 

and submit one last revision of the plan 
to DOE-Headquarters by August 15. 
CAB will continue to review the draft ' 

plans as they are released and will share 
any-new information through future' . 
newsletters and other notices. 

analysis of the moiitoring systems, 
using its own professional judgment and 
taking into consideration the needs and 
desires of the local community. 
Following the evaluation, the contractor 
will develop a set of recommendations 
on how the current monitoring systems 
might be changed-or augmented. 

,project and will provide further updates 
in future editions of The Advisor. 

. Project completion is set for June 1997. 

CAB is excited about beginning this 

-, 
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Mound Remediation 
. .(continued from Page 1)  - 

To ensure safety during the excava- 
tion, transport, storage and-treatment of 
the soils, air monitors will,be used. 
These monitors will detect volatile 
organic compounds, particulates and . 

dispersion of the soil, workers will use 
water to wet the soil, and all work will 
be stopped should any high winds arise. 
When the.soi1 is placed. in the storage ' 

area prior to'treatment, concrete barriers 
and a tarp covering will be used as safe- 

built around the storage area to divert I 

any stormwater. The thermal treatment 
system will utilize a high-efficiency .par- ~ 

, Taken'in 1954, this picture shows how'the Mound'looked prior,to the 1970 remediation. 
particulate emissions. When the remedi- . . 
ation is complete, final radiological continually sample the soil at the site to 

I CAB'sEnvironmental /Waste 
surveys Of the excavation site, the treat- ensure that all the contaminated soil is ~ Management Cornmiltee will follow the 
ment'and storage areas, and the ' 1 removed. The thermal treat,myt ' . progress of the remediation project. , 

be Performed. Workers process is expectedvto begin in late- , Officials at Rocky Flats have offered a,  
will wear skin and respiratory protection spring. The goal to complete -. tour of the,remediation site. ,For any. 

~ 
members of the public interestedin equipment during the project. 

taking a tour'of the site or obtaining 
more inf6rhation about the project, March with excavation, which is expect- 

please contact the CAB office. , . ed to last until April: Workers will 

: 

' radioactive materials. To help prevent . 

\ 

guards. A plastic lined ditch will be b 

- ticulate air (HEPA) filter to 

/ 

the treatment and have the soil put back 
into the excavafion pit by August. The . 

comment in December 1996. 

W6rk will begin on the projedt in 

, , submitted the plan for public 

- -  

. I  

' .  W o d d  You Like to'Beeome More Involved- 
,,' .in:Rocky Flats Issues? I . z .  . .  

We realize t h a t  many of'.you do not have.ttie time t o  spend serving as a member of  the'Board. 
However, if you would like to.devote a relatively small amount of time t o  learning about Rocky 
.Flats:iSsues, there is another option. CAB has several committees t h a t  .study the k&es and 
..develop rec~mmendations~for the Board., There i5,so much happening.at the s i te right now t h a t '  . 
these committees could, really use some new members' t o  ppyide their time, interest and 

, perspectives t o  the committee process. Each committee meets once a month for  two hours; . . 

 and^ committee members will occasionally be asked t o  read materials prior t o  the meeting. . , ' ' 

We feel. t h a t  members of the community are entitled t o  the. inf.ocmation we discugs a t  these 
meetings and would. like .to encourage anyone who is interested t o  join us in our .e f for ts  t o  ensure 

,' 
' 

, .  . 
. .  . ' 

, *  a safe' and appropriate,.:cleanup o f  Rocky Flats. .I. . .  
., . .  

.,. Please.call the C A 6  office a t  (303) 420-7055 t o  find out % -  

which cornhittee matches your interests. 1 

\ 

- ; . 
, .  

' .' 

I' ' ... ' 
. , -  
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Rocky Flats Area Needs Assessment - 

Identifies Community Concerns , 

W hat does the community 
around Rocky Flats perceive 
its. health &d safety needs to 

be during the cleanup of the site? Is the . 
community concerned about potential 
health effects? Does the community 
know what is going on at the site? Does 

, the community feel heard? Do current 
Rocky Flats communication strategies 
meet the needs of the community? 

out the answers to these questions was 
begun. Beverly Lyne, a member of the 
Rocky Flats Citizens Advisory Board 
(CAB) and the chair of iis Health 
Committee, petitioned the U.S. ' 

' Department of Energy (DOE) to fund a 
Community Needs Assessment (RFCNA) 
before implementing a community based 
health study. DOE awarded a grant to the 
University of Colorado School of Nursing 
and the Jefferson County .Depa{ment of 

In 1996, an exciting approach to find 

Registered nurses and facilty from the University .of Colorado School of Nursing 
review and analyze the needs assessment data. . 

. Health and Environment to conduct this . - . .  
community needs assessment. 

groups was included in the des'ign phase 
of the study. The target.community ,, 
included people living or working within 
a five-mile radius of the Rocky Flats' . 

. , boundary. Data was gathered through 
interviews; focus groups, compilation of 
demographic data, and birth and mortality 

.statistics. 1 

A. wide representation of stakeholder 

' . 
This study was unique in several. . 

respects. First, the'community was asked 
;about' their health andsafety concerns .and 

' .\ . needs.bef0re.a program (or research ' . , 

study) was designed around assumed 
. needs. Second, registered nukes ;ere 

used to conduct the intefiiews and ana- 
..lyze data. 'Third, the study included the 
ongoing paiticipation of a wide represen- 
tation of stakeholder groups, and local 

' . and state health departments.' Finally, ' ' - CAB oversight was provided to ensure 
independent. anhlysis. . 

.from this Community. Needs Assessment: 

' 

. .  

. *  

The following eight themes evolved 
~ 

. . .  

1) A communication "black hole" exists 
. from a lack'of basic, understandable 

information; ' 

2) Distrust of.non-local government 
entities; 

, 3) A lack of knowledge about an 
emergency plan in the event of an 
accidental release of radiation; . 

4) ' Concern over-land development 
,'adjacent to the Rocky Flats 'site; . 

. . . .  
5) A need for impartial 'and appropriate . , 

environmental and health monitoring; . 
_ .  
. _  6) Concem-for potential accidents, 

. . . including acts of terrorism; , 
. ,  

7) Feelings of vulnerability related to. 
' . ,physical health, quality of life, 

. . property-value risk and overall 
, stability of the community; and' - 

. I  . . .  
. There have been several significant 

outcomes from the RFCNA: F h t ;  the 
Citizens Advisory Board'has listened to 
the community's concerns and has incor- 
porated some of the desired activities into .. 
its annual work plan. Specifically, the . 
Board is soliciting an independent con- 
tractor to review and analyze Rocky- . * .  
Flats' cu'rrent environmental monitoring ' 

program (see update on page 2). .Sec_ond, 
CAB has also applied for a new grant to 

'foni~ally document the CNA process for' 
u.se at othe; weapons complex sites and to.  
begin implementing the recommendations . 

.of the Rocky Flats CNA. Third, CAB-has 
initiated a multilparty'dialogue on imple- -. . 

mentation of the RFCNA's-findings. ' \  

Finally, now that the@CNA methodolo- 
gy has been developed and successfully. 
implemented, it can be repeated in con- 
junction wjth future Rocky Flats 
decisions. ., 
. . For more information about the ' - 
Rocky Flats Community Needs . 

' :, 
, ' 

' ., ' 

. ' ' 

. 

. 
/ 

, , '  . 
Assessment or to request copies of the 
full report or Executive Summary, please 
contact the CAB office. 

8) Perceptions of the risk for disease 
and birth defects. 8 





.DOE Pays-for Results at .Rocky Flats: 
.J 

Kaiser-Hill's Record in 1996 
. .. , .  -1-1 _ -  ' 

aiser-Hill.completed its'first full fiscal year as the inte- ' 

1996. One way .interested stakeholders can monitor 

. .  
. # .  . .  .K, grating contractor at Rocky Flats on' September 30, : 

. , 

. .  
'-'the progress of cleanup effoAs at the site is by tracking Kaisw- . ,  

, Hill's success in meeting the incentives tied ioits contract. 
The results from last yeai are nearly complete. .. 

_ .  . .  
. . .  . .  Under Kaiser-Hill's contract, the company .is reimbursed , - '  

.' , for its costs of.doing the work.at the'site. Additionally, the. ~ . 
. Department of Energy has negotiated with Kaiser-Hill an . 

i ' amount .of money that. is available as profit, to the contractor. ' . 

. ' ; Fifteen percent of this-pool is guaranteed, providing Kaiser- - , ' 

Hill meets a minimally acceptable level of performance. The , . , 
- remaining 85% of 'Kaiser-,Hill's potential profits& tied to the 

. ..accbmplishment of a series-of activities, known as ' 1. ..' . . 

.. 

' 

. *  

_ _ - .  
I , . . performance iieasyes. , .: '. . .  . .  

' '. . 

I' 

' :  ' Prior'tq the start of each fiscal-year; DOE'and-its I ,  contrac- 1 . , ' 

. 

* . . At the,time this article was pilblished, six of-the 58 Fiscal'-, . .  .~ 

, Year (Ey) 1996 performance measures had not beep finalized. 
.Of-the remaining 52 measures, Kaiser-Hill'was awarded full .., 

j amounting to 65% of the.tota1 available fee. , - Another.$1.4 . .  

toE negotiate a set of performance measures. 'A detailed rating' I 

' -plan is developeitfor each,measure that lays out the criteria 
. .  

. . upon which award, or fee, de t e~na t ions  will.be made. . . . , '  
- .  

, .  . 

. _ _ .  payment fqr 35, and'partial payment for several others, . , ' ,. 

inillion may yet.be awarded for the outstanding measures, .. . .  . . 
I 1 -  

. . which would bring Kaiser-Hill's total.award,to approximately . 

' 1 ,  

a 

FY1996 Kaiser-m 
Pedormanoe Measures Resulb* 

Received $1 3 million of $1.9.4 million available 

0 ,Of 58 total measures, 35 were completed 
in full, 17 were partially completed 

Received 100% available fee for 
Environmental Restoration / Risk Reduction 
and Waste Management 

Received 60% of -available fee for Special 

. .  
Nuclear Materials 

Safety and Health ' . 

measures ' -  . 

.' r *'.Received.46% of available*fee for. . .  . 

- - a  Earned b6%'of available fee for s;tandard I .  

- 0  Earned 58% of available fee fbr stretch 
measures I 

*6 measures have not yet been finalized 

.- . .. . . : 
. .  . .  1 .  . .  . ,I . 

. .  . ,  
- !  , .  . .  . . . , 

. .  
'"'. . $14 million, or 72% of the $19.4 million that,.was-available'for , . . . ' , 

. I  
1 .  

. .  . .  ,-In assessing the 1.996 performance measures,'the . , .  the ye&. .. ' . I .  

, c  
. .  

. . meet fairly easily: Stretch measures'were intended to be.more *. 

challenging and difficult .to meet; Gut brought 'with,them higher. 

ali but two and earned $3,235,500 out'ofthe available . . .  ' , 

$3,385,500 (Qi.96% of 
full award'fees'on 15 of the 36 stretch measures, as well as ~ 

parti;al feebn several other stretch measures, earning. them 5@, 
. - . tine work and needed to steer away from paper deliverables. 

..The performance measures were grouped into seven cate- . '. .Another lesson learned. was that overall expectattons were 
gories: special QuCkar materials; site reconfiguration and , 

. 

Clast@; safety and health; gocial; adsnistration and-sechrity; 1: . . 

There were two t$pes of measures in,FY96."'Standard . I  , . 'Departm&t of Energy impolrant lesions which ' . ' measures ate those ,which Kaiser-Hill should.have been able to . ,-werk."!ed in developing' tbi FYq7 performance qeai6res., Ib . . . ,  
' 

, '. 

.' . . 

setting 1997.performance measures, DOE'felt it needed:to ' .': :, . .  ;. 
incorp'orate cost restriqtlons'along with the scope and schedule " 

. I ' 

' .  incentive fees: Ofthe 22,standkd measures, Kaiser Hill '&et. . , . of the measures in order'to,prevent'cost oveiruns."DOE also . . -  

, fie>. ~ ~ i ~ ~ ~ - ~ i l l  Jeceived , , ' felt, that it- needed to be. more demanding in termi of'the,workl'; . ; -. :' . 
. .  . .  it ,rew&ds kaiser-Hill for.accomplishing.'; In looking back at . I ,' _ - .  . . ' 

' ' the 1996 measures, DOE found that it ended up paying for rou-' I .  > 

.. 

' , , 

' -  

somewhat,ovedoo&ed in tke 1996 measures because they were.,, . 
deve!,bied in the:lower o~g~nizational le~els . :  I",develoding ~ .. . - 

used a top-down ap~roach to-ensure integration of the. site:s \. 

, . < ,  
. -- . of the available pool of just over $16 million,. : 

. . .  1 .  

. ' 

. .. 

._ 
, 

~ . 

. I  . . .  

. waste management; environmental restoration and risk reduc- , . ' : performance measur~s'for 1 9 9 7 ; ~ o ~  and Kaiser-Hill have ,_ .. ' 

I ,  

. .  . _  . -  
. .  .. ' 1  tion; arid workforce perfor'm'ance: , *  ': . 

. .  . . 
- 

. .. I .  , 

, .  
One SiqgIe categoj, special nuclear materials, accounted ,, ; , bveiall 

- .  I .  . ,  ,_  , I  1 ,  

. .  . I  

for 58% of.all of-the'available award fees. Oftlie 24 measures.', 
' in this category, Kaiser-Hill has beenawarded 60% of the . ' . ' .  : The bilizens Bbarci.will cdi;tini; to ' _  

. mance measures. If you are interested,in finding out more 

available fee. Full awards on the three outstanding measures ~ . . -  . 
.. . could b&g this total to 67%. Kaiser-Hill earned all available 

' 
' Kaiser-Hill's - .  progress in meeting its Fiscal Year 1997 perfor- . . . , . I  

.- \ .  fees in the areas of waste management and environmental. - 
.restoration and risk !eduction.' It neither'receivkd nor request- 

' -ed payment'in the workforce performance cafegoq,'although 
' . this accou.nted for only .Ol%'of the total available fee pool. 

' 

. .  
information about Rocky .Flats' performance measures system,: ., 

' ,please contact Michael Holifield of the Department of Energy .. . :. .. 
,. at (303) 966-3638. , . ' 

# .  _ .  . - * '  _ ,  
. .  . .  . .  . -  . 9 %  
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This Issue: 1Paducah Gaseous Diffusion’ Plant 
. . Site Specific-Advisory Board - 

I 

The Rocky Flats Citizens Advisory Board is one of several Site-Specijk Advisory Boards (SSABs) that have been formed.at 
former nuclear weapons production sites. In each issue of The Advisor, we spotlight the activi’ties of one of these boards. . . . 

. .  

ocated, near the Ohio’ River;approximately 15 miles west 
of Paducah, Kentucky, the Paducah site began operation6 
in 1952 to produce low assay enriched uranium for use 

professional facilitator to assist with its meetings. 

on more internal issues. They plan to soon begin addressing 
more technical policy issues regarding the site. According to 
Mark Donham, Paducah SSAB co-chair, some of the major 
issues th’e Board will review and make recommendations on in 

Since the Board is so new, it has spent its first.few months . .  L 
as commercial nuclear reactor fuel. In 1993, uranium enrich- 
ment operations were turned over to the United States 

, ’ 

Enrichment Corporation. Now Out  of the enrichment business, 
the. Department of Energy the near future include . ’ 

. (DOE) focuses its resources groundwater contam,i.nation, 

tal iestoration of the . - 35,OOOcylinders of depleted 

“There was a huge plume of waste generated from those 

that got offsite, contamina- , 
activities. The site is.fund- 

tion that includes ed by DOE’S Environ- 

radionuclides,” Mark noted. . 
mental Management 

. Program. Its FY96 budget 
In addition, “we have been included $35 million for 
told,” says Mark, “that - environmental restoration, 
Paducah has t h e  largest pile 
of contaminated scrap metal 

‘ : $28.1 million for waste. 

officials have identified 206 _._ 

areas of concern at .the. 
Padudah site, some of which . 

’ . ’ 

. 

. and efforts on environmen- _ .  and the approximately. 

’ Paducah site, and managing . uranium located onsite. 

* .  
’ groundwater contamination . ’ activities as well as past 

. .  

management, and $27.4 ’ 

million for enrichment . 
facilities programs. . 

Lockheed Martin is the. 
’ contractor at Paducah,,and 

in the country.” DOE .. - .  

, ’  I - The Paducah Gaseous DifSlrsion Plant, located near the Ohio River 
in western Kentucky.‘ 

’- 1 
employs around 2,275 people. -_ / .  
. 

chartered in August 1996.. Currently there are eleven citizen 
Board members and four ex-officio members serving on the -, . 
STAB. Its members represent broad-categories of citizens in the 
area such as public officials, plant employees, environmental 
activists, ministers, health care workers, union representatives, 
teachers, and site neighbors. The Board has three committees: 
Budget,’Membership, and Policy. I t  recently ‘hired .a 

.The Piducah Gaseous Diffusion Plant SSAB. was formally 

x. . 

include an old radioactive dump, the scrap metal site, and areas 
where chemicals have been either spilled or dumped. Site 
officials are currently workhg on a site management .plan, , - 

including a separate plan for mixed waste.. Also, DOE recently 
selected Paducah fdr a waste demonstration project to process 
radioactive solid waste through vitrification. %Construction of the 
vitrification facility began in 1996. The Board will be studying 
all these issues and providing consensus recommendations in the ’ 

near future. 

._  

*’ . 



,' I CAB- Approves New Board Members ' 
. .  I .  

lease takea moment to acquaint. yourself with CAB'S five 
newest Board members. The'addition of these mem.bers was 

I .approved by the Board at its November.7, 1,996 And February 6, ' 
. 1  

.~ 1997 meetings. ' I \  

'victor ~ o l i n ;  Qictor is a geological erigineer, :iitli  $5 years 
. experience in minera1,exploration ,and mine engineering, much of 
it in foreign.cpuntries. He worked for Freepok Indohesia as an' 
engineer at the'Grasberg Mine on the island of .New Guinea. .A . 
member of the American Institute of Mineral.Engineers,.Victor 

..has 'a degree in 'Geologic Engineering from the Colorado School 
of Mines. -He.lives in'Lakewood. .Victor was appointed as a 

',' technical representative' forthe Bo&d. 
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Susan Barron. Susan currently serves as the temporary adminis- , ,  .. Two recently appointed.Boai-d members: Victor, H o l m  (cente-r) ' 
trator for DOE'S Rocky Flats Reading Room located &Front and Jim Kinsinger (right). Ken.Korkia, CAB stafi is on leJ. .;., 

mental sciences. Susan has an extensive background in paralegal . 

-work.. Her interest is-in representing'members.of the public and 
her community who' rely on accurate information from the Rocky 
Flats Reading Room. Susan is a resident of Thornton, 

. .  . . ' 

: Rangk Community College, where she is also studyinienviron- . Not pictured: 'Susan Barron,'Bob Kanick, and Todd Saliman: 
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analytical chemist+, and has a strong background in . - 

physics. Jim' has spent five years working at. laboratories ' ., . . 

analyzing environmental samples ,under EPA ,contracts, - . . .  
and has also spent time manag'ing laboratories. He has 

'.been appointed to represent the administrativehusiness , , . 

) 
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.. . . . ".Bob Kanick. Bob is a nuclear en&eer who has worked on 
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' 
. designs and systemat nuclear power plants, including the Diablo;' comrriunity. on the Board.' - -. 

Canyon Power Pl'ant in-Califomia. He hopes to help the Board 

I BO! has a degree in nuclekengineelting from Pennsylvania.State. north Boulder,.where he resides, prior to being elected as a State , , ,  ' . .  . 
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' . . work toward,a beneficial.solutio5 to the cieanup*of Rockj Flats:' . Tbd&sali1&. T&d.is 4 state repfesehtative for District 11  in ' 
.. 

.. - . 
.University;andrelocated to this area in 1994. He is a resident of 
Boulder. 

. ' 

repr&tntative, he bas analyst for the  la^^ County .. 
- ' Commissioners, and represented Boulder County on the Rocky ., 

.. Flats Local Impacts Initiative. Todd's interest in serving on ttie I . , $  , : 
hi;;o,,stitue,nts as well as; thi: State of- ' I 
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James Kinsinger, bh.D. A resident of Boulder since'l987,Jim is Boa;d is to . - .  

( .  . .  - . .  
/ ' . - . .Vice President,,:Ctilef Science Officer for The Industrial . 

Laboratories Company. He has earned.a Ph.D. in , . . 

- 
. - .Cplorado~ He has been: as a 

1 .  

, representative. to the CAB. . I  ; ' . .  
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RFCAB Web .Addre& www.indra.com/rfcab 
Public Comment ,Message Line: (303) 637-4808 

, The Advisor is published quarterly by the Rocky Flats Citizens 
' Advisory Board.(CAB). ,The Executive Editor is Tom Marshall. 

Please send you,r questions, suggestions and ideas to: . ,. , 

, .  

Erin-Rogers, Managing Editor . . 
Rocky Flats Citizens.Advisory Board 

Westminster; C0,80021 ' 

' ' E-mail: rfcab@indra.com' 

. .9035'Wadswoith Parkway, S h e  2250 

, . ' ' I  .(303) 420-7855 Fax (303) 420-7579 - 
. .  

Except as noted, all articles are written-by CAB Staff Erin 
Rogers, Ken Korkia and Deb Thompson. To,request a change 
of address or to add or remove your name from the mailing list, 
contact Deb Thompson at the above address and  phone number. 
Material may be reprintcd if credit is given. CAB is funded 
under ? 1996 grant of approximately $391,000 sponsored 'by 
the U.S: Department of Energy 
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. _  '' . I .  ' .CAB MISSION STATEMENT 

.The Rocky Flats Citizens Advisory .Board, a non- 
p.artisan, I .  broadly 'representative, 'independent 
' a&isory ' board" with concerns related to .  Rocky- . 

Flats activities, is dedicated to providing informed.. 
' recommendations and advice to ' the agencies 

, (Department- of Energy,' Colorado Department .of 
Public. H k l t h  and .Environment and the 
Environmental Protection Agency), government 

' entities and other interested parties .on policy and 
technical issues and..decisions related to cleanup, ' 

waste management; and associated activities. The . 
Board is dedicated .to. public .involvement, 

. awareness and education on Rocky Flats issucs. 
. '  . , 



March - 
6 Rocky Flats Citizens Advisory Board Meeting 6 - 9:30 p.m. Westminster City Hall 
10 

18 CAB Plutonium and SNM C o k i t t e e  7 - 9 p.m Westminster .City. Hall 
20 CAB EnvironmentallWaste Management Committee , 7 - 9 p.m. . . Westminster City Hall 

. .  
7 - 9 p.m. Westminster City Hall . , 

6:30 - 8:30 p.h.  CAB office 
CAB site wide Issues committee . 

. - ., 17 .CAB National Issues Committee 

. .  . .  April - , .  . .  . I  ' .  3 Rocky Flats Citizens Advisory Board Meeting . ,6 : 9:30 p.m. ' . Westminster City Hall , ' 

: 7 CAB Site Wide Issues Committee ' . .  7 - 9 p.m. Westminster City.Hal1 
7,-9 p.m. ' . Westminster City Hall 

Westminster City Hall 
15 CAB Plutonium and SNM Committee . 

21 CAB National Issues Committee ' 6:30 - 8:30 p.m CAB office 
. .  ._ '17 C A B  EnvironmentaUWaste Management Comm.ittee . . 7 - 9 p.m. " 

. .- - . .  May ' 
1 Rocky Flats Citizeni Advisory Board Meeting '6 - 9:30 p.m. - . Westminster City Hall . 

5 CAB Site Wide Issues Committee ' . 7 ~ 9 - p . m .  ' Westminster City Hall ' , 

1 5' CAB, EnvironmentaUWaste Management Committee 7 - 9 p . m  , Westminster City Hall . 

20 CAB Plutonium and SNM Committee . ' . ' 7 - 9 p . m .  ~ Westminster City, Hall 
< .  -19 CAB National Issues Commikee i . 6:30 - 8:30 p.m. ' CABofficb . *  . 

. .  

I .  . .  I 

. I  

. '  

* .  

I 

, .  
.--Rocky , .  Flats Citizens ,Advisory Board . *  ,. 

. .  
! -  9035 Wadsworth'Parkway, Suite 2250 ' . .  

, _  

I '  Westminster, CO 80021 
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